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topic	 of	 the	 Anthropocene	 in	 the	 domain	 of	 organization	 and	 the	 natural	 environment	
(O&NE).	 But	 our	 review	 is	 distinctive	 for	 two	 reasons:	 first,	 it	 is	 focused	 on	 providing	
avenues	 researching	 the	 Anthropocene	 Era.	 Second,	 while	 based	 on	 the	 trajectory	 of	
current,	accumulated	theory	and	research,	our	review	is	forward‐looking	in	its	orientation	
and	thus	aimed	at	guiding	future	work	to	explore	the	emergence	of	a	new	social	reality	in	
Anthropocene	 Society.	 We	 begin	 by	 summarizing	 the	 scientific	 research	 on	 the	






























































































“The	 Earth	 has	 endured	 changes	 sufficient	 to	 leave	 a	 global	
stratigraphic	signature	distinct	from	that	of	the	Holocene	or	of	previous	
Pleistocene	 interglacial	 phases,	 encompassing	 novel	 biotic,	
sedimentary,	 and	 geochemical	 change.	 These	 changes,	 although	 likely	
only	 in	 their	 initial	 phases,	 are	 sufficiently	 distinct	 and	 robustly	
established	 for	 suggestions	 of	 a	 Holocene–Anthropocene	 boundary	 in	


























































































































































































































rationalization	 and	 institutionalization.	 Through	 contestation	 and	 the	 attempts	 to	 attach	
new	 or	 changing	 interpretations	 to	 existing	 social	 structures,	 meaning	 is	 parsed	 out,	
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systematized,	 and	 rationalized	 (Meyer	 and	Scott,	 1983).	Weber	 (1919),	 for	 instance,	was	
greatly	 interested	 in	 how	 religious	 charisma	 was	 routinized	 by	 its	 adherents	 and	 their	
practices.	 In	 other	 domains,	 like	 the	 natural	 environment,	 we	 see	 the	 rationalization	 of	
social	 movements,	 such	 as	 around	 recycling	 (Lounsbury,	 2001),	 and	 sustainability	
programs	in	organizations	(Bansal	and	Clelland,	2004).	But	in	the	Anthropocene	Era,	these	
twin	 principles	 of	 rationalization	 and	 institutionalization	 are	 not	 inexorable.	 The	
rationalization	 process	 in	 society	 revolves	 around	 the	 progression	 of	 bureaucratic	 and	
scientific	 forms	 and	 practices.	 Due	 to	 the	 increasing	 uncertainty	 of	 bureaucracy’s	 and	
science’s	 benefits,	 the	 already	 elaborated	degree	of	 each,	 and	 their	 complex	 interactions,	
rationalization	 will	 slow	 and	 its	 legitimacy	 will	 become	 more	 strained	 over	 time.	
Institutionalization	would	still	be	important	within	each	domain	of	the	Anthropocene,	but	
whether	 there	 would	 be	 supra‐system	 shift	 (world	 society,	 polity,	 or	 transnational	
arrangements)	 that	 might	 encourage	 more	 lasting	 institutionalization	 of	 standardized	
artifacts	 (constitutions,	 education,	 and	 so	 forth)	 is	 more	 debatable.	 In	 a	 world	 with	
increasing	periods	of	scarcity	and	calamity,	these	international	institutional	systems	might	
break	down	or	 fragment.	The	progressive	deterioration	of	 the	planet	may	 thus	 allow	 for	














































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































 Anomalous	events.	 Shifts	in	the	existing	order	rely	on events	
as	presently	understood	and	seen	as	
impactful.	
Events	that	bring	about	the	“revolutionary	
change”	of	the	Anthropocene	involve	a	
reconfigured	process	of	recognition	and	
enactment	that	involve	a	constellation	of	
events	both	now	and	into	the	future.	
 Field	level	constituency.	 Existing	field	of	mainstream	actors	
defined	present	day	notion	of	
sustainability.	
Fields	that	redefine	institutional	order	around	
the	Anthropocene	will	include	other,	less	
prominent,	voices,	using	means	and	channels	
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that	may	lie outside	the	mainstream.
 Social	movements	and	institutional	
entrepreneurship.	
Activated	social	movements	as	key	
mechanism	versus	temporarily	aligned	
constituencies	
More institutional	oscillation	between	aligned	
constituencies	and	nascent	social	movements.	
 Dependencies	and	discourse	as	a	
driver	of	change.	
Resource	and	power	dependencies	as	
critical	forces	of	conformity	and	
response.	
The	complex	nature	of	Anthropocene	Era	
phenomena	requires	greater	theorization	and	
objectification,	and	a	greater	attention	to	
alignment	of	language	and	resources.		
	
The	Normative	Response:	Alternative	social	orders	in	the	Anthropocene		
 Social	complexity	of	institutional	
arrangements.	
Existing	fields	create	complex	
institutional	environments	with	
interpenetration	and	overlap.	
New	forms	of	institutional	apparatus	are	
necessary	at	the	global	level	where	multiple	
and	complex	fields	clash.	
 The	role	of	the	nation	state.	 Surrounding	context	and	action	
embedded	within	it	jointly	determine	
institutional	outcomes.	Regional	and	
national	differences	yield	differential	
action.	The	role	of	the	nation‐state	has	
been	greatly	reduced	in	environmental	
domains,	though	largely	understudied.	
Context	and	embeddedness	still	matter,	but	
global	scale	considerations	break	down	
standard	contextual	divides.	The	diminished	
legitimacy	of	the	nation‐state	will	be	
increased.	New	forms	of	regional	alliances	and	
global	actors	will	come	to	the	foreground	in	
institutional	analyses.	
 Policy.	 Focus	on	formal	and	informal	policy	
regimes	as	well	as	attendant	
considerations	for	the	evolution	of	those	
systems	and	the	role	of	different	
functionaries	within	them.	
The	breakdown	of	national	level	policy	
regimes	necessitates	a	shift	towards	
international	and	local	levels	with	the	
concurrent	opportunity	for	studies	in	
comparison,	synchronization	and	
experimentation.		
	
	
		
